




































































































































































Vice Chair Rios asked what the public visibility was.

Mr. Rasch said it had a very tall coyote fence fronting the property so there was minimum visibility.
Vice Chair Rios asked if there was anything on the roof.

Ms. Falls said there was not.

Vice Chair Rios asked about exterior lighting.

Ms. Falls said there would be none.

Mr. Armijo asked for a description of the horno.

Ms. Falls said it was a prefab homo. It was portable but here it would be covered in stucco to match the
stucco on the house.

Public Comment

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Mr. Boniface moved to approve Case #H-14-051 at 120 Quintana Street as submitted. Ms. Mather
seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

8. Case #H-14-054. 1025 Canyon Road. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Jay Jay Shapiro,

agent for Joyce Martinez, owner, proposes to remodel a contributing residential property. (David
Rasch).

Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as follows:

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1025 Canyon Road is a single-family residential structure that was constructed between 1929 and
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1934 in a southwestern vernacular manner. The building is listed as contributing to the Downtown &
Eastside Historic District and the south elevation with portal may be considered as primary.

The applicant proposes to remodel the property with the following six items.

1. The living room, dining room, and kitchen area parapets will be raised from 11' 4" to 13' 4" where
the maximum allowable height is 15' 5",

2. The non-historic entry portal with wooden fence and gate on the east elevation will be removed and
a 113 square foot addition will be constructed between the residence and the carport at 10" high.
The main entry door will be relocated.

3. All windows, except for the paired 8-lite wood casements under the front portal will be removed and
replaced with true divided-lite windows that comply with the 30" lite standard. The three non-
historic windows in the south elevation will be removed and replaced with true divided-lite windows
in shorter openings. The continucus sill will be re-established. Trim color will be "white" with
exposed wooden elements stained "Mahogany”.

4. The coyote fence along the west lotline and south to the front portal will be removed and replaced
with a 6' high coyote fence that is relocated to the cutside of the front portal.

5. The existing wooden balustrade at the front portal will be removed and replaced with a stuccoed
yardwall to &' high, where the maximum allowable height is 6'

6. The building and yardwall will be stuccoed with cementitious "Adobe" or "La Luz",

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(C) Regulation of
Contributing Structures, (D) General Design Standards, and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.
However, the Board may find that the stuccoed wall under the portal is not harmonious to traditional design
or the streetscape.

Questions to Staff

Vice Chair Rios asked what the depth of the porch was. Mr. Rasch said it was less than 5'.
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Vice Chair Rios asked if the south elevation was primary with the wooden balustrade. Mr. Rasch
agreed.

Ms. Mather said if he was thinking the entire south elevation was primary - not just the portal.

Mr. Rasch agreed, plus 3 windows.

Applicant's Presentation

Present and sworn was Mr. Jay Jay Shapiro who said his client was born there and this was just
deferred maintenance.

Questions to the Applicant

Vice Chair Rios asked why they wanted the wall instead of the wooden balustrade.
Mr. Shapiro said it was right on the street and a lot of traffic there on Canyon Road.

Ms. Mather understood that by adding a wall that was not there now instead of a lower wall that

matched the balustrade, it would create a dark corridor that closes off that area and was not harmonious to
the building.

She asked if he was changing the portal roof.
Mr. Shapiro said he was not.

Ms. Mather asked if it was in good condition.

Mr. Shapiro said it hadn't been inspected but it appeared to be in good condition. They rolled roofing
material to it and he was going to straighten that out.

Mr. Rasch pointed out that the windows were less deep and he had no proof those were the same
openings. The sill there was an odd feature but it would remain as is.

Public Comment

Historic Districts Review Board July 22, 2014 Page 53



There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Mr. Katz moved to approve in Case #H-14-054 at 1025 Canyon Road items #1, #2, #4 and #6 as
recommended and to not approve #5 but require that the balustrade be retained and repaired if
needed. Regarding the three windows on the south his motion was that they be the same size as
the openings there and that the sill would remain. His motion included that the south elevation
would be primary fagade.

Ms. Mather seconded the motion with an amendment to allow the sill to be raised because it was in the
kitchen. Mr. Katz agreed the amendment was friendly and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

9. Case #H-14-055. 616-B East Alameda Street. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Kevin
Patrick, agent for Kevin Patrick and Linda Kochan-Patrick, owners, proposes to construct a 2,324
sq. ft. single-family residence on a vacant lot. (David Rasch).

Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as follows:

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

616-B East Alameda Street is a vacant ot in the Downtown & Eastside Historic District. The applicant
proposes to construct a 2,324 square foot single-family residence to the maximum allowable height of 14"
The building is designed in the Spanish-Pueblo revival style with room-block massing, rounded edges and
comers, and exposed wooden elements at the pergola including viga posts, carved corbels, headers and
rafters. Trim color will be "Antique Red" and cementitious stucco in "La Luz".

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General
Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

Questions to Staff

There were no questions to staff.
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Applicant’'s Presentation

Present and sworn was Mr. Kevin Patrick, 616-B East Alameda Street who said they designed this with
their architect and submitted it to Mr. Rasch. They didn't ask for any exceptions and tried to follow the
guidelines.

Questions to the Applicant

Mr. Armijo asked if the garage door was wooden. Mr. Patrick agreed.
Vice Chair Rios asked if it had anything on roof. Mr. Patrick said no.

Ms. Mather asked if he could describe the obscure lighting.

Mr. Patrick said the fire fly was a traditional style with mica for glass and complied with code. It was a
wrought iron style.

Vice Chair Rios asked if they would have any exterior lighting,

Mr. Patrick said just the ones that were required and the one he just mentioned.

Public Comment

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Mr. Armijo moved to approve Case #H-14-055 at 616-B East Alameda Street per staff
recommendations. Mr. Boniface seconded the motion and asked for a friendly amendment with the
conditions that there be no rooftop appurtenances and that lighting would be submitted to staff for
review. Mr. Armijo agreed and the motion passed by unanimous voice vote.

10. Case #H-14-056. 258 Las Colinas Drive. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Piedra
Partners, LLC, agentiowner, proposes to construct a 2,873 sq. ft. single-family residence on a
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vacant lot. (David Rasch).
Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as foliows:

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

258 Las Colinas Drive (Lot 3) is a vacant lot Las Colinas subdivision off Gonzales Road. The applicant
proposes to construct a 2,873 square foot single-family residence to a height of 15' 6" where the maximum
allowable height is 16' 6" at midpoint on the primary elevation and not to exceed 18' 6" at any other point.
The building is designed in a simplified Spanish-Pueblo Revival style with room-block massing and
exposed wooden elements at the portal including viga posts, carved corbels, and exposed header. The
trim color will be Sierra Pacific "TW Brown" and elastomeric "Pecos” stucco.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General
Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

Questions to Staff

There were no questions to staff.

Applicant's Presentation

Present and sworn was Mr. Anthony Odai, who had nothing to add to staff's report.

Questions to the Applicant

Mr. Armijo asked if it was an open front on the portal on the north elevation.
Mr. Odai said it was an open trellis on both ends.
Mr. Armijo asked if it sat on top of the headers.

Mr. Odai agreed.
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Public Comment

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Mr. Armijo moved to approve Case #H-14-056 at 258 Las Colinas Drive per staff
recommendations. Ms. Mather seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

11. Case #H-14-057. 505 Apodaca Hill. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Praxis Inc., agent for
Iscah Carey, owner, proposes to remodel a non-contributing guest house. (David Rasch).

Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as follows:

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

505 Apodaca Hill is a single-family residential building and a free-standing casita that were constructed
in a vernacular manner at an unknown date, probably in the 1960s. The residential building is listed as
non-contributing to the Downtown & Eastside Historic District and the casita has no historic status
designation.

On October 22, 2013, the HDRB granted approval to remodel the residential structure including
construction of an addition, increasing the height of subordinate massing, and replacing windows.

Now, the applicant proposes to remodel the property with the following six items.

1. The shed roof with overhang on the residence north side of the new addition has been redesigned
with a parapet. The new parapet will match the adjacent parapet height.

2. Asingle-lite window on the residence east and another single-lite window on the residence north
elevation will be enlarged by raising their header heights.

3. The height of the casita will be increased from 10" 6" to 14' where the maximum allowable height is
15",
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4. Ali windows and the pedestrian door in the casita will be removed and replaced with single-lite
windows and doors in different locations and dimensions. A window of 10 glass blocks will be
installed on the south non-visible elevation to allow light into the room where there is a non-
conforming setback to the lotline.

9. The existing awning over the entry door in the casita will be removed and a larger awning will be
constructed over the relocated paired French doors and window. The awning will be supported
with brackets.

6. Six skylights are proposed to be not visible above the parapets of the casita.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General
Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

Questions to Staff

Ms. Mather said when the Board was there on the site visit, they noticed a number of windows seemed
to not be compliant with the 30" rule.

Mr. Rasch explained that those were not publicly visible.

Applicant's Presentation

Present and sworn was Mr. Michael Grant, 2407 Agua Fria Street, who had nothing to add to the staff
report. He said the studio was burned by fire five years ago and the owner was anxious to get it restored.

Also sworn was Mr. Garcia who lived at 3095, Jemez Road.

Questions to the Applicant

Mr. Armijo said the east elevation showed a French door with a window next to it on main residence.

Mr. Grant said it was a patic door next to the window. There would be no change to the door but they
were raising the window.
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Mr. Armijo thought it just locked a little strange. He was not sure why they had such a big window next
to a glass door.

Mr. Katz said on the casita, west elevation, he noticed they were changing the opening and making
them smaller. He wondered why since the existing looked more traditional.

Present and sworn was Ms. Iscah Carey, owner, 505 Apodaca Hill, who said what happened was that
the windows on the existing structure were mismeasured. A fire happened in the casita and the windows
were destroyed by the firemen. The primary reason why she was changing the opening was that she was a
photographer and was using it as her “shooting wall.”

Public Comment

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Ms. Mather moved to approve Case #H-14-057 at 505 Apodaca Hill the case per staff
recommendations. Mr. Katz seconded the motion.

Mr. Boniface asked that there be no visible rooftop appurtenances on either building and that
exterior light fixtures be taken to staff for final review and approval. Ms. Mather accepted the
amendment as friendly and the motion passed by unanimous voice vote.

12. Case #H-14-058. 1231 Paseo de Peralta. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. O. Mr. Grant
Duty, agent for New Mexico Municipal League, owner, proposes to remodel a significant
commercial structure. An exception is requested (Section 14-5.2(D)(2)(c)). (David Rasch).

Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as follows:

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1231Pasec de Peralta, known as the Digneo-Valdes House, was constructed in the Italianate style in
1889. An addition was constructed in the 1970s on the rear south elevation historic addition of the building.
The building is listed as significant to the Downtown & Eastside Historic District.
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The applicant proposes to remodel the building with the following three items.

1. A 517 square foot addition will be constructed on the rear south elevation and connected to the
non-historic addition at an existing opening with a narrow connecting corridor. The addition will be
6" lower than the adjacent parapet. An ADA-compliant ramp will be installed under a portal that is
designed in the Termitorial Revival style. All finishes will match existing finishes.

2. A 1-over-1 window will be installed in the west elevation of the non-historic addition to match all
other windows.

3. Aground-mounted mechanical unit on the west side of the property will be upgraded and screened
with coyote fencing. Additionally, two more ground-mounted units will be installed on the west side
and screened with coyote fencing, both at less than 4' high.

He added that an exception was required to place an addition on this building and the responses to the
criteria were attached.

EXCEPTION TO CONSTRUCT AN ADDITION ON A SIGNIFICANT BUILDING

() Do not damage the character of the streetscape.

The addition does not damage the character of the streetscape. Most of the square footage addition
requested is already existing, and is done in @ manner harmonious with the significant structure. The new
addition is only 517 Santa Fé, is done in a harmonious fashion and is connected by way of a minimal
connector. The new addition is at the rear of the existing structure and is in keeping with previous additions
and not visible from the public way.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(i} Preventa hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare.
The site will accommodate the additional square footage in every aspect. Itis of sufficient size and has

adequate parking and is generally developable in every way. It would be a hardship on the applicant to not
be able to increase his office size in order to accommodate the expansion of the operation and remain in
the district.

Staff response; Staff agrees with this statement.

(i) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the city by providing a full range of design options to
ensure that residents could continue to reside within the historic districts.
This addition employs a design option which is sensitive to the historic structure and helps ensure that the

Histaric Districts Review Board July 22, 2014 Page 60



owner could continue to meet expanded office needs within the historic district.
Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(iv) Are due to special conditions and circumstances which are peculiar to the land or structure involved
and which are not applicable to other lands or structures in the related streetscape.

This property is uniquely suited to expansion because it has sufficient buildable area to be built on and still
meet all development and zoning guidelines and work with existing circulation patterns. There is sufficient
room on the site to locate this addition to the rear, preserve the streetscape, and attach in a sensitive
manner. Similar parcels in close proximity do not have the room for expansion and still provide adequate
parking and preserve existing circulation.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(v) Are due to special conditions and circumstances which are not a result of the actions of the applicant.
No actions of the applicant have caused any special circumstances or conditions to exist which would
require relief. In fact the applicant has maintained the historic character of the existing structure and it's
uniquely able to provide this addition in a sensitive manner.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

(vi) Provide the least negative impact with respect to the purpose of this section as set forth in Subsection
14-5.2(A)(1).

This addition precisely promotes the general welfare and ensures orderly and efficient growth in the City.
This design continues the existence and preservation of the historical area and building. It continues the
construction of building in the historic style, and is in general harmony with the existing building while
sensitively attaching a distinct new element.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the exception to place an addition on a significant historic structure and
otherwise recommends approval of this application which complies with Section 1-5.2(C) Regulation of
Significant Structures, (D) General Design Standards, and (E) Downtown & Eastside Historic District.

Questions to Staff

Vice Chair Rios noted this was a significant structure and asked if the 50% footprint rule came into
play.

Mr. Rasch pointed out the street frontage. It had a historic addition and they didn’t need a 50%
exception yet.
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Mr. Boniface understood what he was saying that this addition was not exceeding the 50% footprint. It
looked like the two addition were about the same size of the historic building.

Mr. Rasch said any more proposed additions would require an exception.

Applicant's Presentation

Present and sworn was Mr. Charles Rosenberg, 404 Kiva Court, who said the addition was needed
because their staff had exceeded the confines of the building. The building was not ADA accessible so a
single ramp would make it accessible.

Questions to the Applicant

Mr. Katz asked why it had no windows on it.

Mr. Rosenberg explained that the existing dumpster was on that side. They had taken three parking
spots and just pushed the dumpster and in lieu of that, it had only one window in each office.

Ms. Mather liked the design they did. It harmonized nicely.

Mr. Boniface said it had a flat roof on it and asked if there would be any rooftop mechanical equipment.

Mr. Rosenberg said there would not be any.

Mr. Boniface asked if any hot boxes were needed.

Mr. Rosenberg said no hot boxes were required on this building.

Present and sworn was Mr. Mike Duty who said the question about windows was appropriate. Staff
might prefer to have windows in their offices and they offered it. He and Mr. Rosenberg would like the
opportunity to place windows on them to match.

Mr. Katz thought those poor folks on the north might too. He would be happy to give that option.

Mr. Duty explained that they had lots of files so the walls were better opportunity than windows.

Mr. Armijo asked if they were replacing that A/C unit on the west.

Mr. Rosenberg said that was correct. They were just increasing the opening on that wall and there was
no window there but just an opening for the A/C through the brick.
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Mr. Armijo asked if they were changing the heating, etc to change piping to the rooftop.

Mr. Rosenberg didn't believe so. There were two flues. The mechanical engineer might decide it
needed to be increased in size, however.

Mr. Armijo asked if there were no new vents.

Mr. Rosenberg agreed.

Public Comment

There were no speakers from the public regarding this case.

Action of the Board

Mr. Boniface moved to approve Case #H-14-058 at 1231 Paseo de Peralta with conditions that
there would be no rooftop appurtenance nor any hot box and recognizing that the exception criteria
were met. Ms. Mather seconded the motion.

Mr. Katz asked for a friendly amendment that they could put two windows te match on the

south. Mr. Boniface agreed that amendment was friendly and the motion passed by unanimous
voice vote.

H. COMMUNICATIONS
Mr. Rasch introduced Ms. Lisa Roach as the new historic planner.

Vice Chair Rios asked him to introduce her formally at the next meeting.

l.  MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

Mr. Katz said he would not be present at the next meeting.

J. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjeurned at 10:25 p.m.
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Approved by:

Lot o

Cecilia Rios, Vice Chair

Submitted by

Carl Boaz for Carl G Boaz Inc.
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Attachment 1

Photograph 1
On Camino Monte Vista looking west toward Old Santa Fe Trail. Units 441 through 447 % Camino Monte
Vista are on the north side (right), and 448 Camino Monte Vista is on the south side (left).

Photograph 2 :
On Camino Monte Vista looking west toward Old Santa Fe Trail. 448 Camino Monte Vista is on the south
side {left).

Photograph 3
On Camino Monte Vista looking east. Units 447 and 447 % Camino Monte Vista are on the north side

{left), and 448 Camino Monte Vista is on the south side (right).

Photograph 4 )
On Camino Monte Vista looking east. Units 441 through 447 % Camino Monte Vista are on the north

side {left).

Photograph 5
On Camino Monte Vista looking west at Unit 447 % showing the fence posts where fence construction is

praposed at 449 Camino Monte Vista.
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